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The Treasurer’s Report 


“A study of the financial report (page 319) shows that but for the 
generosity of the Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching, it 
would have been impossible to publish ‘The Bar Examiner’ and to carry on 
the activities which have been undertaken in anything approaching as broad 
a scope as has been done. * * * The contributions made by the states 
during the first year have been decidedly disappointing. This may be due, how- 
ever, to various causes such as the inability to make appropriations from the bar 
examiners’ funds because of statutory restrictions, the unwillingness of the 
various supreme courts to contribute to an unproved organization, and the 
general financial depression. A year has now elapsed since our first meeting and 
our activities and scope have been fairly well defined. It is therefore now 
squarely up to the bar examiners as to whether they are sufficiently convinced 
of the usefulness of a national organization to support it or not. If they are 
so convinced, then the board in each state should take whatever steps are needed 
to secure a contribution during the coming year. This is a direct responsibility 
of each board and if tt cannot obtain the funds from the supreme court, it 
should take such further action as is necessary by appealing to the governor, the 
legislature, the state bar association, or whatever source seems to promise the 
best returns. The organization must have the support of the states if it is to 
continue to function effectively.” 

(Extract from the report of the Secretary- Treasurer. ) 
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Report of the Executive Committee of The National 
Conference of Bar Examiners to the 
Second Annual Meeting 


In the resolution of organization adopted at the first meeting of the 
Conference in Atlantic City last year, it was stated that the Conference 
was “formed for the purpose of increasing the efficiency of the state 
boards in admitting to the bar only those candidates who are fully 
equipped both from a standpoint of knowledge and of character to serve as 
lawyers, and also to study and to cooperate with the other branches of the 
bar in dealing with problems of legal education.” In pursuing these ob- 
jectives your Committee has believed that the best methods by which 
they can be achieved are through making available to every bar exam- 
iner and every member of a character committee the experience not only 
of other boards and committees but also of other experts in the field of 
legal education. 


A permanent office for the Conference was set up by the Secretary 
in Denver, Colorado, on his return from the meeting, and a full-time 
assistant for the work of the organization was engaged. This office was 
designed as a clearing house of information for the state boards, and in 
connection with it a monthly journal, “The Bar Examiner,” was pub- 
lished under the direction of the Secretary. This was sent out to a mail- 
ing list consisting of all members of law examining boards, such mem- 
bers of character committees as expressed a desire to have it, to all judges 
of courts of last resort, to all law school deans, and to certain other in- 
dividuals such as members of the Executive Committee and of the Council 
on Legal Education and Admissions to the Bar of the American Bar 
Association. Twelve numbers of “The Bar Examiner” have thus far 
been published, completing the first volume, and while your Committee 
feels that it is serving the purposes of the organization in an admirable 
manner, it and particularly the Editor of “The Bar Examiner” would 
welcome any suggestions as to the kind of material which should be 
included and how the magazine can be made more interesting and of 
more use to bar examiners. A list of the contributors during the last 
year shows both the national character and scope of our organization and 
also the importance which attaches to it in the eyes of leading members 
of the law school profession. The list includes the following: 


James C. Collins of Rhode Island. 
Philip J. Wickser of New York. 
Stanley T. Wallbank of Colorado. 
John Kirkland Clark of New York. 
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Alfred Z. Reed of New York. 

Professor Lyman P. Wilson of Cornell University. 
Albert J. Crawford of Yale University. 

Dean Albert J. Harno, University of Illinois. 
Dean Leon Green, Northwestern University. 
Professor Samuel Williston of Harvard. 

Dean Henry M. Bates of Michigan. 

Miss Bessie L. Adams of New York. 

Professor Philip Halpern of Buffalo University. 


Your Committee feels that the cooperation by eminent law school 
professors in our work is important and significant. 


Statistics in reference to the number of candidates at each examin- 
ation, the number passing, and the number admitted to the bar by diploma 
and on motion are being gathered and have been published from time to 
time in “The Bar Examiner,” including statistics showing the numbers 
admitted to the bar in each state during the last ten years. These facts 
are being compiled accurately for the first time and have considerable 
value to the profession. Each board has been requested to send fifty 
copies of each examination to the Secretary of the Conference, and dur- 
ing the last year he has distributed to the state boards copies of bar 
examinations from the following states: 


California Massachusetts New Mexico Rhode Island 
Connecticut (3) Minnesota Oklahoma (2) Virginia 
Illinois Missouri (4) Oregon Washington (2) 
Maine Nebraska Pennsylvania 


Another activity which has been undertaken is the preparation of 
a list of all those individuals who have been disbarred or refused admis- 
sion on character grounds in any state during the last fifteen years. 
Complete lists of disbarments have been furnished by the following 
states. 


Colorado Maryland New Jersey South Carolina 
Connecticut Minnesota New Mexico South Dakota 
Delaware Montana North Dakota Utah 

Idaho Nebraska Oklahoma Virginia 
Kansas Nevada Oregon Wisconsin 
Maine New Hampshire Rhode Island Wyoming. 


District of Columbia 


Incomplete returns have been received or cooperation has been prom- 
ised in securing such lists in the following states: 
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Arkansas Indiana Missouri Tennessee 
California Kentucky New York Washington 
Florida Louisiana Pennsylvania 

The following states advise that it is impossible to furnish this in- 
formation for past years: 

Alabama Mississippi North Carolina Texas 

It is hoped that other states which find it possible to do so will make 
some arrangements to furnish these lists to the Secretary as it is important 
that his information on this matter be as complete as possible. The lists 
will be used in checking the names of candidates coming up for examina- 
tion or for admission on motion and should prove particularly useful to 
character committees passing on the application of attorneys from other 
jurisdictions. Already in several instances the Secretary has been able 
to report to state boards the names of individuals applying to them for 
admission who have been previously disbarred in other states. In this 
connection also, the Secretary’s office stands ready and willing to lend 
such assistance as it can in the investigation of the character of an appli- 
cant from another state. No information as to the causes of disbarment or 
of refusal to admit on character grounds is kept in the Secretary’s office. 
When he receives from any state board a list of applicants for checking, 
in case he finds from his card index that any of those applicants have been 
previously disbarred or refused admission on character grounds in an- 
other jurisdiction, he reports the name of the individual, the citation of 
the case if it is in an available printed report, and the name of the state 
where the action was taken, which enables the board before which the 
applicant is appearing to get full information from the state where the 
action was taken. 

Previous to meeting in Washington your Executive Committee held 
one meeting during the year, in New York City on February 5. At that 
time the general policies of the organization were discussed and various 
suggestions were made. The Secretary was then authorized to initiate 
the disbarment and character index referred to above, and tentative plans 
for the annual meeting were formulated. The matter of recommending 
the inclusion of an examination in legal ethics in all bar examinations 
was discussed and a resolution on this subject will be presented to the 
coming meeting. 

Your Committee desires to record its grateful appreciation to the Car- 
negie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching for its generosity in 
voting a five-year grant to the Conference in a total sum of $15,000, 
$5,000 of which has been available this year, $4,000 of which will be 
turned over to us next year, and $3,000, $2,000 and $1,000 in the three 
succeeding years, respectively. Without this financial assistance it would 
have been impossible to carry on the work of the Conference on the scale 
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in which it has been conducted, or to look forward as confidently to the 
future as we may with this assurance of help. 

A further source of great help to the Conference in its initial efforts 
has been a contribution by the American Bar Association in the amount 
of $2,500. Approximately $1,400 of this fund was spent in paying part 
of the transportation expenses of delegates to the first annual meeting and 
the balance was used for general purposes of the organization. 

Your Committee also desires to express its thanks to those states 
which have contributed and particularly to the Board of Governors and 
the Committee of Bar Examiners of the State of California for a contribu- 
tion of $500. 

The diminishing grant given us by the Carnegie Foundation for the 
Advancement of Teaching was made in that manner on the theory that if 
our organization was of real value to the profession, it should, in the 
course of five years, be self-supporting. This is not an unreasonable 
argument. While application was made this year to all states to assist in 
the work, as will be seen from the accompanying report of the Treasurer 
only nine actually made contributions. This was doubtless due to the crit- 
ical financial conditions prevailing over the country, the inability of some 
states, due to statutory provisions, to make contributions for this purpose 
out of the bar examiners’ fund, and perhaps in some cases to a skepticism 
as to the value of the organization. The National Conference of Bar 
Examiners has now had a year to prove its value, and if the examining 
boards of the several states feel that we are justified in continuing as we 
have begun, it will be necessary for them to secure contributions from 
the appropriate agencies in their states for this purpose. Even a slight 
increase in the examination fee would seem to be warranted for this 
purpose in those states where the number of applicants is large enough 
to bring in a worth while amount by this means. Several of the larger 
states have indicated that they will take on their share of the burden 
during the coming year. 

The overhead of the organization has been kept down to a minimum, 
and although the Secretary-Treasurer, who is also Editor of “The Bar 
Examiner,” has devoted a considerable amount of time to the enterprise, 
he has done so without receiving any remuneration from the Conference 
for his work. It is essential that every bar examining board give the 
matter its individual attention, because if contributions are not forth- 
coming it will be necessary to curtail the work which is being done. 

Respectfully submitted, 
JAMES C. COLLINS, Chairman, 


A. G. C. BIERER, JR. WILL SHAFROTH 
STUART B. CAMPBELL STANLEY T. WALLBANK 
CHARLES P. MAXWELL PHILIP J. WICKSER 


Members of the Executive Committee. 
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The National Conference of Bar Examiners 


REPORT OF THE TREASURER 
for the Fiscal Year Ending September 16, 1932 


Receipts— 


Section of Legal Education and Admis- 
sions to the Bar of the American Bar 
IID. ihnsisss vancowrvaindanbevaaseiaiabcenateamastiat laces 

Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement 
EOE ce are ae ee rae 2 ee 

State Boards— : 
RI stavicixinic consis ntcinceninneninnnachininbiabiitn 
IIE, Scenescdnsscminariioniccucunmnentiiiniehiebin 
III, sccctiandsicccnnqasorsdihcodenecutmanetebannienaneiinns 
RIES - nec~dbinscdentenminarannncabnemaniooniinn 
SIL: sii niceshatuas ssiusiabibaeonuataieamniemaibiaiaaiaaadlinen 
BE TEND, ccinaxuskcasaccenesacsesumecdannn 
SESE I ane sere wee eee” Weare Se ee 
ee Oe rere reer) ene 
UNI sastchso asics econ tilda nacnalsldenacegaaeioaaneidiaaotas 


Interest on Savings Account.................... 
Miscellaneous Receipts ...................-2.---.0-2+ 


Disbursements— 


Payment of Part of Transportation Ex- 
penses of Delegates to First Annual 
IIL antchutsticenbndctiahs pionrabtanaieehiaccaianeisonaials 

Miscellaneous Expense at First Annual 
IE eniceticsccucomcsaunbiacstashsdhinn niliabaeaiens 

Expenses—Second Annual Meeting ............ 

Executive Committee Meeting Expense...... 

The Bar Examiner—9 Issues—Printing, 
Postage, Mailing and Binders................ 

Office Supplies and Stationery.................... 

Printing an@ Postage ................................ 

I itis aasbhtescenhatacieaiisrnle canna drbstenstaiainitt 

Salaries— Assistant to Secretary and 
I iii ecsd os mawnaebdpadaedna beeinmgnae 

I a Sak seh sanhicsigacianaedon 

Telephone and Telegraph ............... Saceesiantee 

Government Tax on Checks.......................... 


Balance, 
MPUMOOUOE 2G, TOSS ovina vccncccccvcsccscicsicccesceces 


$ 500.00 
100.00 
50.00 
50.00 
25.00 
50.00 
150.01 
50.00 
50.00 


$1,400.25 


120.30 
35.53 
796.44 


1,947.30 
297.00 
213.96 
233.33 


1,426.63 
1.00 
40.46 
-50 


$2,500.00 


5,000.00 


1,025.01 
33.88 
13.00 


$8,571.89 


$6,512.70 


$2,059.19 








Progress in Adoption of Bar Standards 


On September 1, 1932, Mr. Guy A. Thompson, President of the Amer- 
ican Bar Association, issued the following statement to the Associated 
Press: 

“On September 1, 1921, the lawyers of the United States, acting 
through the American Bar Association in session at Cincinnati, received 
and adopted the report of a distinguished committee of which Elihu Root, 
former Secretary of State, was Chairman, advocating certain standards 
of admission to the bar. These included a recommendation that every 
candidate for the bar should be a graduate of a law school requiring for 
admission two years of college education and having a course of study 
three years if a full-time law school or a correspondingly longer course 
in the case of a part-time school. At that time Kansas was the only 
state which had a rule requiring two years of college education, effective 
in the future, and there were twenty jurisdictions which did not even 
require any high school education. 

“Today, eleven years after the adoption of that report, it is well to 
take stock and see what has been accomplished. At the present time there 
are nineteen commonwealths, in which 53 per cent of the lawyers of the 
United States practice, where either presently or prospectively two years 
of college education or their equivalent are required of substantially all 
applicants. In addition, in fifteen more jurisdictions the standards of 
the American Bar Association have been approved by the State Bar 
Associations. Only nine states remain which still have no requirement of 
general education. In 1921 only one law school out of five required two 
years of college education for admission, whereas today seven out of 
every ten make that a prerequisite. 

“Census figures show the number of lawyers in the United States in 
1930 to be 160,605, an increase of 31 per cent during the preceding decade 
as against a 16 per cent increase in population. This flood-tide of aspir- 
ants for a lawyer’s license emphasizes the necessity for a continued effort 
to bring about the adoption of the wise recommendations made eleven 
years ago by the Root committee. 

“The substantial progress made since 1921 is being carried on, not 
with the idea of excluding any deserving applicant from an already over- 
crowded profession, but rather with the object of protecting the public 
against unfit practitioners. The purpose of the qualifications favored by 
the American Bar Association is to assure the people that those licensed 
as lawyers shall be not only men of character, but also men who have had 
sufficient educational instruction and background and adequate legal 
training to entitle them to public confidence as honest and competent 
members of the bar.” 
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Bar Examiner Portraits 
James C. Collins 


Chairman, The National Conference of Bar Examiners 


James C. Collins, Chairman of the Board of Bar Examiners of Rhode 
Island, was born in the town of Cranston in that state in 1871. At the 
age of twenty-one he received an A.B. from Brown University, and three 
years later the Board of Overseers of Harvard College conferred the 
degree of Bachelor of Laws upon him. Impatient to start in practice, 
he had already been admitted to the Rhode Island bar, and immediately 
upon his graduation from the law school he set up an office in the city 
of Providence. Ten years later he became Assistant Attorney General 
of the state, which office he filled until 1908. He then returned to private 
practice and the next year with Mr. John A. Tillinghast set up the firm 
of Tillinghast & Collins, of which he is now the senior partner. 


He has been a member of the State Board of Bar Examiners since 
1913, and has taken a prominent part in bar association activities for 
some years. He is Vice-President of the Rhode Island Bar Association 
and, under the general rule of succession adopted by it, he is the logical 
heir to the throne next year. He is also the Rhode Island representative 
on the General Council of the American Bar Asociation. 


Much of the success which has been attained by The National Con-. 
ference of Bar Examiners during its first year is due to the untiring 
efforts of Mr. Collins to launch it on a career of usefulness. A member 
of the small group of examiners which met in Chicago in 1930 at the 
time of the American Bar Association convention, he was appointed one 
of a committee to arrange for an examiners conference in 1931, and at 
its first session at Atlantic City in 1931 he was elected Chairman. 


A confirmed bachelor, an ardent Republican, and an enthusiastic 
woodsman, his interests are many and varied. He is a member of the 
Ninigret Lodge and one of his favorite haunts is the lodge house, situated 
in the southern part of Rhode Island in a rustic fastness from which no 
human habitation is visible. For exercise he prefers chopping down 
trees to playing golf. His genial disposition and his modesty are two 
outstanding traits, the latter of which is perhaps well illustrated by the 
fact that the Editor was unable to extract a picture from him because 
he had not had one taken in twenty-five years. 
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Chairman Hitchcock Dissents 


A Review* of the Article of Dean Leon Green on “Bar Examinations and 
the Integrated Bar,” Published in the June Number 
of “The Bar Examiner.” 












Dean Green’s stimulating article deserves the careful study of every 
student of bar admission problems. His main thesis is that the bar 
examination has proved a failure as a test of intelligence, capacity and 
fitness, and that therefore it should be largely, if not entirely, abandoned. 
He would leave to the law schools the problem of determining these 
factors. He would impose upon the bar examiners two main duties, first, 
that of judging each law school to determine whether its decisions should 
be accepted and, second, the investigation of the personal history and 
educational record of each applicant. Upon the evidence thus obtained 
from law schools deemed to be worthy of confidence and from such per- 
sonal investigation, the bar examiners would act. Admission on their 
recommendation would be for a probationary period to a junior bar. 
Further investigation would follow during and at the end of such period 
and final admission to a permanent or senior bar would result if deserved. 





























That a written examination without other evidence is in many in- 
stances not a fair test of intellectual attainments may readily be admitted. 
Of course, this is particularly true, where, as in the case of bar examina- 
tions, the relation of teacher and student does not exist. Such examina- 
tions, however, are still used as a sole test, often with injustice in individ- 
ual cases, in our law schools of highest standing. At some stage they seem 
necessary in these days of mass production. Is not the problem in the 
case of bar admissions one of finding means of obtaining other evidence 
to use in checking and correcting the results of an examination conducted 
by bar examiners rather than abolishing it altogether? 


The Bar is not a society of scholars, but is or should be engaged in 
rendering to the community a practical service. Admission to its mem- 
bership must be controlled by practicing lawyers. Bar Examiners to be 
qualified for their position must have clients to whom they devote the 
greater part of their time. They cannot become a board of legal educa- 
tion. To be sure each board may and should have a full-time secretary, 
but the Board must make the decisions. It is doubtful if such boards 
have either the time or the training to enable them to pass such judgments 


* Reprinted from the September, 1932, number of the American Bar Association 
Journal. 
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upon the work of law schools as would justify them in delegating to any 
school the entire work of examining its pupils. Then in Massachusetts, 
and presumably elsewhere, we have large law schools which have been 
incorporated and authorized to award degrees by legislative act. Ought 
we ever to say that no graduate of such a school can be admitted? Should 
we not rather test its product in our own way? 


In Massachusetts now for many years we have not thought admission 
to the bar to be a matter of arithmetic based solely upon the marks which 
are supposed to be the translation of intellectual performance into per- 
centages. The examination answers are read without knowledge as to the 
name or record of the applicant, but the resulting marks are deemed 
prima facie evidence only. Thereafter, they are considered together with 
the entire history, educational and personal, of the applicant so far as it 
can be obtained, and an attempt is made to correct the errors which 
otherwise might result from relying upon examination marks only. Ap- 
plicants with low or high marks require little or no further consideration 
other than upon the issue of moral character. The prima facie case for 
their rejection or admission can seldom be overcome by other evidence. 
It is in the border line cases that this other evidence is important and 
often controlling. The marks are never disregarded but they are tested 
and corrected by other evidence. So our problem is first to improve our 
written examination, and second, to devise means of obtaining more and 
better extrinsic evidence of capacity and attainments. Recently we have 
adopted the so-called oral examination of or personal interviews with 
each applicant receiving an examination mark sufficiently high to entitle 
him to serious consideration. In so doing we have combined the study of 
legal attainments with that of moral character. We have found this a 
distinct step in advance. We are seeking other methods of obtaining 
evidence for use in correcting the errors likely to result from the un- 
suitableness of the written examination as a final test. Dean Green’s 
suggestions will greatly aid us, even though he does not persuade us to 
abandon the written examination. 


His suggestion of the establishment of a junior bar, though of course 
not new, deserves serious consideration. But does it not relate to the 
moral character problem rather than to that of intellectual capacity and 
attainments? Require if you desire service as a law clerk for a specified 
period as a condition of admission to the bar, but once admission has been 
granted how can bar examiners undertake to judge and classify subse- 
quent intellectual performance? Must we not leave that to prospective 
clients and to the public at large? 


Wo. HAROLD HITCHCOCK, 
Chairman, Massachusetts Board of Bar Examiners. 


323 








A Study of Bar Examinations in Ohio 


By HERSCHEL W. ARANT, 
Dean of the College of Law, The Ohio State University. 


Partly because there has been criticism of the Bar Examinations 
in Ohio, it was decided to make, in connection with the Survey of the 
Administration of Justice now being made in that state, some study of 
the personnel involved therein. As a phase of this latter phase of the 
survey, it was decided to make a study of the lawyers, with particular 
reference to their preparation for the practice of law and their examina- 
tion for admission to practice. A detailed study has been made of both 
examiners and examined involved in the last eight examinations held, 
covering the period from June, 1928, to January, 1932, inclusive. 


The Board of Bar Examiners consists of ten members of the Bar 
appointed for five-year terms, two retiring each year. It is prescribed 
that each applicant for admission shall be examined in the following 
eighteen subjects: Real and Personal Property, Torts, Contracts, Evi- 
dence, Pleading, Partnership, Bailments, Negotiable Instruments, Agency, 
Suretyship, Domestic Relations, Wills, Corporations, Equity, Criminal 
Law, Constitutional Law and Professional Ethics. Each examiner pre- 
pares the questions in two subjects for each examination, grades the 
answers of all applicants thereon and forwards his report to the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court who causes the grades to be tabulated, an 
average of 75‘% upon the subjects prescribed being required for admission. 
The Secretary of the Board assigns to each examiner the two subjects 
upon which he is to examine. It is the practice not to assign the same 
subject to any examiner twice. The result is that each examiner, during 
the five years, examines once in every subject prescribed and at one ex- 
amination during his term has no questions to prepare or answers to 
grade. The study shows that the percentage of applicants passed by the 
Board has ranged from as low as 41.7% to as high as 80.6%. It shows 
the percentage of applicants passed by each examiner at each examination 
and in each subject in which he examines. A comparison is made of 
examination with examination, examiner with examiner and subject with 
subject. In some instances, the effect of an easy marker among the 
examiners upon the general result of the examination seems apparent. 


Certain subjects appear to be consistently harder than others. For 
example, Negotiable Instruments, Evidence, Corporations, Criminal Law 
and Equity appear to be the most difficult, in the order named, while 
Legal Ethics, Real Property, Agency, Suretyship and Partnership appear 
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to be the easiest in the order named. While Negotiable Instruments had 
the lowest percentage of successful applicants on eight examinations, it 
did not always take a heavy toll. The percentage of successful applicants 
in this subject during the period studied was as follows: 24.60; 85.76; 
40.06; 17.82; 33.97; 88.85; 84.61; 7.29. Legal Ethics, apparently the 
easiest subject sometimes gave trouble. The same applicants succeeded 
in it as follows: 95.28; 71.02; 73.40; 89.25; 57.26; 76.52; 49.68; 87.68. 
The study indicates, however, that with certain examiners all subjects 
are hard. Moreover, it appears to furnish a basis for question as to 
whether Legal Ethics should be included among the required subjects, if 
it is to be handled as it is at present generally handled. If Legal Ethics 
is of importance, it is probably of more importance than any strictly legal 
subject and important for entirely different reasons. Correct answers to 
questions on Legal Ethics are of course no guarantee that the applicant 
will practice the ethics he knows. Incorrect answers, however, may be 
the result of mere ignorance or they may express a well considered opinion 
as to proper conduct, hostile to accepted notions, which will find ex- 
pression in subsequent unprofessional conduct. But an applicant can 
fail miserably in Legal Ethics and still must be admitted if his grades 
in the other subjects are good enough to bring his general average up 
to 75%. 

The applicants studied have been classified with respect to the type of 
training which they have had and a comparison is made of the effectiveness 
of the different types of authorized training in terms of success or failure 
in passing the bar examination. The study has classified the applicants at 
each examination by fourths, dividing the spread between the highest 
and lowest average received by applicants upon a particular examination, 
and shows what percentage of the applicants having a particular type of 
training placed in the first, second, third and lowest fourths of those at- 
tempting the examination. For the purpose of determining whether 
success in passing one bar examination presages success upon the examin- 
ation in this state, applicants who have been admitted in other states 
have been classified separately and without reference to their training. 


The study has also addressed itself to the problem of the repeater. 
It shows the number and percentage of repeaters taking each examination, 
the number of examinations taken and with what success. It appears to 
indicate that an applicant may reasonably expect to succeed if he per- 
severes through the number of examinations now allowed. 





(NoTE:—Dean Arant will be present at the coming meeting of The 
National Conference and will discuss this study either at a general session 
or at one of the round tables.) 
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Recent Bar Examination Results 


Georgia 
Total Taking Examination........ 117 
Number Passing ........ 75 or 64% 
Number of First Timers ........ 105 
Number Passing ........ on 
Number of Repeaters ................ 12 
Number Passing ........ 
Kansas 
Total Taking Examination........ 67 
Number Passing ........ 59 or 88 % 
Number of First Timers ........ 62 
Number Passing ........ 55 or 89 % 
Number of Repeaters ................ 5 
Number Passing ........ 4 or 80% 
Missouri 
Total Taking Examination ........ 314 
Number Passing ........ 90 or 29 % 
Number of First Timers ........ 184 
Number Passing ........ 60 or 33 % 
Number of Repeaters ................ 130 
Number Passing .......- 30 or 23 % 
Ohio 
Total Taking Examination ........ 467 
Number Passing ........ 319 or 68 “% 
Number of First Timers ........ 374 
Number Passing ........ 285 or 76% 
Number of Repeaters ................ 93 
Number Passing ........ 34 or 37 % 





Illinois 
643 
370 or 58% 
491 
327 or 67 % 
152 

43 or 28 % 


Minnesota 
149 
98 or 66 % 
127 
93 or 73 % 
22 
5 or 23% 


New Mexico 
16 
8 or 50% 


13 
7 or 54% 


3 


lor 33% . 


Oklahoma 
113 

82 or 73% 
106 

79 or 75% 


7 
3 or 43 % 





Iowa 


148 
135 or 91 % 


139 
130 or 94 % 


9 
5 or 56% 


Mississippi 
34 


10 or 29% 
28 
10 or 35% 
6 
0 





North Dakota 
29 
29 or 100 %* 
29 
29 or 100 %* 


0 
0 


South Dakota 
8 
5 or 63 % 
6 
4 or 67 % 


2 
1 or 50% ’ 





*At the July examination held in North Dakota, all candidates except one had 


three years of law school study. 


The one exception had two years of pre-legal 


college work, one and a half years’ study in a recognized law school, and one and a 


half years in a law office. 
legal college work. 
but not the full two years. 


pared is worthy of note. 
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All candidates, except two, had at least two years’ pre- 
Each of the two excepted had some pre-legal college work 
Since North Dakota has at the present time no statutory 
pre-legal educational requirements, the fact that all applicants were so well pre- 











Tennessee Washington Wisconsin 


Total Taking Examination ........ 252 87 159 
Number Passing ........ 1250r50% 64o0r74% £5lor32% 

Number of First Timers ............ 192 75 112 
Number Passing ........ 88o0r46% 570r76%  46o0r41% 

Number of Repeaters ................ 60 12 47 
Number Passing ........ 37 or 62 % 7 or 58 % 5 or 11% 





Texas Bar Association Approves American Bar 
Association Standards 


The Texas Bar Association, at a meeting on May 19 of this year, 
adopted the following report of the Committee on Legal Education and 
Admissions to the Bar: 

“The Committee on Legal Education and Admission to the Bar 
begs to recommend, for its report, that the Association adopt the 
following resolutions: 

“First: The Association is appreciative of the action of the 
Supreme Court, recently taken, in promulgating rules that accord in 
part with the recommendations of this Association at its Galveston 
Convention, of 1931. 

“Second: It recommends to the Legislature that a law be 
passed repealing Art. 307 of the Revised Statutes exempting grad- 
uates, there designated, from examination. 

“Third: It recommends to the Legislature that a law be passed 
withdrawing the privilege of license without examination as regards 
attorneys coming into Texas from other states. 

“Fourth: It recommends to the Legislature that a law be passed 
making as prerequisite to the taking of the examination for admis- 
sion to the Bar of Texas the following qualifications, long since ap- 
proved and maintained by the American Bar Association: 





‘Evidence of graduation from a law school complying 
with the following standards: 

It shall require as a condition of admission at least two 
years of study in a college; 

It shall require its students to pursue a course of three 
years’ duration if they devote substantially all of their work- 
ing time to their studies, and a longer course, equivalent in 
the number of working hours, if they devote only part of 
their working time to their studies; 
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It shall provide an adequate library available for the use 
of the students; 

It shall have among its teachers a sufficient number 
giving their entire time to the school to ensure actual per- 
sonal acquaintance and influence with the whole student 
body.’ 


“Fifth: It recommends to the Supreme Court an amendment to 
the rules making it less easy for the applicants to take partial exam- 
inations. 

“Sixth: It recommends to the Supreme Court the revision of 
Rule III so as to list more modern text books and authorities.” 


Not including the nineteen states which now require of substantially 
all candidates for admission to the bar two years of college education or 
its equivalent, Texas is the fifteenth jurisdiction to endorse the American 
Bar Association standards through the action of its state bar association. 





An unusual provision is included among the rules recently adopted 
by the CALIFORNIA Board of Bar Examiners. It is quoted herewith: 


RULE IX 
Statistics 


“(a) The Committee shall cause statistics to be prepared from 
time to time, which statistics shall be open for inspection at the offices 
of the State Bar and available for publication, and shall contain such 
tabulations and information (not including the names of applicants for 
admission) as in the judgment of the Committee shall be proper, in 
reference to admissions to the California bar, applicants and applications 
for admission and the results of examinations. 

“(b) Beginning with the results of the second examination given 
in the year 1932, but not before, such statistics shall disclose the names 
of schools in which or under whose supervision applicants for admission 
received their instruction in law, applicants being allocated to the schools 
in which or under whose supervision they received their third year in- 
struction (if in a three-year school) or their fourth year instruction (if 
in a four-year school) and notwithstanding the fact that they may not 
have graduated therefrom, and if they have not graduated therefrom the 
fact shall be stated. Applicants that receive their said last year’s instruc- 
tion in or under the supervision of two or more schools shall be allocated 
to the school giving or supervising the major portion of said instruction; 
if it does not appear that one school gave or supervised substantially more 
of said instruction than did another school, the applicant shall be allocated 
to the one of said schools whose instruction was of the latest date.” 
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An Interesting Correspondence 


To The Bar Examiner: 


The enclosed correspondence raises points that it seems desirable to 
refer to the Boards of the several states, and in particular to those of 
Virginia and New York. Your columns constitute the most convenient 
medium of communication. 

Very truly yours, 


September 14, 1932 ALFRED Z. REED. 


“MR. ALFRED Z. REED, 
Staff Member of the Carnegie Foundation, 
522 Fifth Avenue, New York City. 


“My dear Mr. Reed :— 


“May I trouble you to ask for a little information and advice about 
the U.S. Kent School of Law? 


“I have a nephew who is very much interested in taking up the 
study of law but has not completed his high school education. He is 
twenty-four years old, his parents are dead and he has to support him- 
self. He, therefore, feels that he cannot take the time to finish his high 
school education and take two years of college before even starting 
the study of law. He heard of this Kent School and has enrolled but 
only paid for the first month. He comes from Maryland and thinks 
he can take this one or two years study of law at the Kent School, take 
the bar examination in Virginia and by studying while practising 
there for five years he can work up so he can come back to New York. 
He thinks the work and practise along the line he wants will do him 
as much good as the scholastic training. 


“This Kent School seems to be the only one where you can study 
under such conditions. I do not know and cannot seem to find out much 
about it so do not feel in a position to advise him. 


“T will, therefore, appreciate it very much if you will give me some 
information and advice about it. 


“Thanking you, I am 
Very truly yours, 


FI idee convnssiseninniipeenniniietecsintennanniie - 
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September 14, 1932. 


i : 


“Replying to your enquiry of September 13, your nephew, at the 
age of twenty-four, is old enough to make his own decisions. In decid- 
ing as to his future education, he might do well to pay some attention 
to the following considerations: 


“(1) Most people, including the present writer, who have looked 
into the matter believe that the best way to ensure success in the pre- 
carious career of a lawyer is to devote a considerable amount of time 
to preliminary preparation. This includes what you describe as 
‘scholastic training,’ whether received in a high school, in a college, or 
in a school of law. 


“I appreciate your nephew’s impatience, and sympathize with it. 
If he were to decide to fulfill the regular requirements for admission 
to the New York bar, by education received while he supports himself, 
he will be obliged to postpone his admission for several years. On the 
other hand, he would have the satisfaction of feeling that he had made 
real sacrifices to secure a sound preparation. And—if he will take 
the word of one who once had to face a similar problem—he is not 
as far behind his fellows, in life’s race, as he is now sometimes tempted 
to believe. By all means, he has no time to lose. But if he spends his 
time to good purpose, and does not merely fritter it away, then I can 
assure him of one thing: Ten, or even a dozen years from now, he will 
not seem—either to himself or others—to be hopelessly superannuated. 


“(2) If, none the less, he prefers to try to beat the system, by the 
method which he outlines, it is only fair to warn him that bar examiners 
are quite capable of changing the rules of the game on short notice. 
. Whether, after one or two years’ study in the U. S.—Kent School of 
Law he would be qualified to pass the Virginia bar examination, is a 
question as to which I can pass no opinion—I do not know enough about 
either the U. S.—Kent School of Law or the Virginia bar examination. 
But even if he should be qualified, it is entirely possible that by that 
time the Virginia bar examiners might have so changed their rules 
that he would not be permitted even to take the examination. 


“(3) Similarly, if he pictures his five years of practice in Virginia 
merely as a part of his education, that will enable him eventually to 
secure what we might term a ‘backdoor’ admission to the New York 
bar, he runs the risk that the New York examiners might regard this 
as an evasion of their rules. If they and their allied committees of 
character and fitness should so regard it, and should nevertheless feel 
technically bound to admit him, they have considerable opportunity to 
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postpone the admission of applicants of whom, for any reason, they 
disapprove. And if they have not already power absolutely to exclude 
an applicant who comes up by so devious a route, they might acquire 
this power in time to make short shift of your nephew’s ambitions. 


“T have written to you quite fully in regard to a matter as to which 
your nephew must finally make his own decision. If I can be of any 
further assistance, either to him or to you, please command me. 


Very sincerely yours, 


ALFRED Z. REED.” 





Program for the Second Annual Meeting of The 
National Conference of Bar Examiners. 


Sunday, October 9 


Meeting of the Executive Committee of the Conference at the May- 
flower Hotel, 8 P. M. 


Monday, October 10 
United States Chamber of Commerce Building 


Morning Session: 10 o’clock 


Mr. James C. Collins, Chairman of the Board of Bar Examiners of 
Rhode Island and Chairman of the Conference, presiding. 


Report of the Executive Committee to the Conference. 
Address by the Chairman. 


Address by Dean Albert J. Harno, President of the Association of 
American Law Schools, on the subject of “Lights and Shadows in 
Qualifications for the Bar.” 

Address by Mr. Alfred Z. Reed of the Carnegie Foundation for the 
Advancement of Teaching on the subject of “The Opportunities of 
a Board of Bar Examiners.” 


Address by Mr. William Harold Hitchcock, Chairman of the Massa- 
chusetts Board of Bar Examiners, on the subject of “Recent Bar 
Examination History in Massachusetts.” 


Afternoon Session: 2 o’clock — Round Table Conferences. 


1. Overcrowding of the Bar and Repeaters. 
Discussion by Mr. Stanley T. Wallbank of Colorado, Dean Paul 
Shipman Andrews of Syracuse University College of Law, 
Mr. Alfred L. Bartlett of California, and others. 
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2. The Necessity for and Nature of Qualifications for Admission to 
the Bar, including Pre-Legal and Legal Training, Requiring 
Law School Study to be Conducted in Schools Approved by Bar 
Examining Boards, and Admission of Foreign Attorneys. 


Discussion by Mr. John Kirkland Clark, Chairman of the New 
York State Board of Law Examiners, Mr. A. W. Rigsby of 
Oklahoma, Mr. Allan K. Smith of Connecticut, and others. 


3. Character Investigation and Examination and the Junior Bar Plan. 
Discussion by Mr. Robert T. McCracken, Chairman of the County 
Character Committee of Philadelphia County, Judge William 
Clark of the United States District Court of the District of 

New Jersey, and others. 


4. Examination Technique 
Discussion by Mr. Morris Duane, Examiner for the Pennsylvania 
State Board of Law Examiners, Dean Charles Clark of Yale 
University School of Law, Mr. Charles E. Houston of Minne- 
sota, and others. 


Tuesday, October 11 


Morning Session: 10 o’clock — Business Meeting. 
Report of the Secretary-Treasurer. 
Appointment of Nominating Committee. 
Presentation and discussion of permanent by-laws of the organization. 


Presentation and discussion of desirability of including an.examina- 
tion on legal ethics in all bar examinations. 


Discussion of national accountancy examinations by Mr. Elmer L. 
Hatter, Chairman of the Board of Examiners of the American 
Institute of Accountants. 


New Business. 
Election of Officers. 


Afternoon Session: 2 o'clock. 


Meeting of the Section of Legal Education and Admissions to the 
Bar of the American Bar Association. 


Subject for discussion—“The Overcrowding of the Bar and What 
Can Be Done About It.” 

Addresses by 
Mr. John Kirkland Clark, Chairman, 
Dean Young B. Smith of the Columbia Law School, 


Judge William Clark of the United States District Court of New 
Jersey, 


Mr. James Grafton Rogers, Assistant Secretary of State. 
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Albert J. Crawford of Yale University 
Sample Questions 
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